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L INTRODUCnON 

This matter was generated by a referral to the Office of General Counsel fiom the 

Commission's Audit Division following an audit of Biden for President, Inc's C*BFP" or 

*^mmittee'0 activity firom Decendier 15,2006 tiirough Januaiy 3,2008. The Final Audit 

Report C*FAR'*) concludes that die CommitlBe fiuled to keep records supporting the timely 

resolution of excessive contributions in violation ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, 
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1 as amended (the ''AcfO* "tid referred die violation to tins Office fiir potential enforcement 

2 action.* 

3 For the reasons set fortii below, the Office of General Coimsel recommends that the 

4 Conunission open a Matter Under Review, find reason to believe that Biden for President, Inc. 

5 and Melvyn Monazck, in his official capacity as Tieasurer, violated 11 CF.R. § 110. l(l)(4)(ii), 

^ 6 . 

Ifll 

Ifll 

^ 8 IL FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS 
vr 
^ 9 A. BACKGROUND 
HI 

10 BFP was the principal authorized campaign comnuttee of Joseph R. Biden, Jr., ui 

11 connection with his candidacy for the 2008 Democratic nomination for President Pursuant to 

12 26 U.S.C. § 9038(a), the Commission conducted a mandatory audit of BFP's activity fiom 

13 December 15,2006 tiirough April 30,2008. 

14 The audit identified a projected total of $1,092,899 m excessive contributions received by 

15 BFP between Januaiy 2007 and April 2008. FAR,at8,12. BFP asserted tiiat it had timely 

16 resolved these contributions by sending notices to the contributon mformmg them that the 

17 excessive amounte would be redesignated to the general electiooL Id at 13, 

18 BFP vras unable, however, to produce copies oftiie redesignation letters. BFP explained 

19 that the lettera were madvertentiy lost when the Conunittee changed ite office location in the 

20 Spring of2008 and that the computer used to prepare the lettera had been *Sviped clean" and sold 

'S'ee Audit Referral, Attachment 1. The Conunission made six separate findings in the FAR. The Andit DivisUm 
refened te tlte OfiBoe of Generd Counsel Findiiig 2 only m part, concerning BFP*8 Mure to keep records 
suppoitiDg the timely rede8igoatiaDOfSl,092,899 in excesswe oomributions. 
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1 when the Committee liquidated ite assete after Mr. Biden withdrew fiom the presidential 

2 campaign. Id 

3 BFP also explained that the staffmember who was responsible fiir sending tiie 

4 compliance lettera was now deceased, and submitted a declaration fixim a staffmember who was 

5 supervised by die deceased staffer statmg that the staffmember recaUs sending out redesignation 

6 lettera within 60 days of receiving the qipaientiy excessive contributions, id at 14. Accoiding 13 
CO 

vr 
Nil 7 to a declaration subnutted by BFP, fhe deceased staffniember stated, before her death, that she 

8 hod a specific recollection of timely sending the redesignation letters, and xdher BFP staff stide rfli 
vr-
vr 
Q 9 that she was **meticulous and conscientious in perfonmng her duties." Id at 13. Id further 

10 support of ite position, the Committee pomte out that it maintained a complete libraiy of 

11 compliance letters and 'Hte Contribution Review Procedures" contains a template fiir 

12 redesignation letters. Id Finally, BFP provided declarations fiom four contributors who recalled 

13 receiving redesignation letters. Id at 14. 

14 Altiiough BFP was imable to produce copies of the letters demonstrating timely 

15 redesignations to the generd dection, it produced copies of signed letters denmnstrathig that 

16 these same oontributions were redesignated subsequent to the 60-day period mandated by the 

17 Commission's regulations. Id at 12. These redesignations were made to Mr. Biden's then 

18 Senatorial conmuttee. Citizens for Biden f'CFD"), after Mr. Biden withdrew fmm the 

19 Presidential campaign on Januaiy 3,2008. Id The Committee mainteins that these letters 

20 demoiistrate that timely and proper redesignations were made because the letters'Veflected an 

21 understanding by die contributor and BFP that the excessive portion had been properly 

22 and expressed the donative uitent of tiie contributor." Id at 14. 
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1 These letters seeking redesignation to CFB were not presiimptive redesignations under 

2 the Commission's regulations because the Conunittee did not send the letters within 60 days of 

3 receiving die contributions. See 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(bX5Xu)(B). The Audit staff believed, 

4 however, that these letters were an adequate, though untimely, showmg of support for the 

5 redesignation of contributions to the 2008 general election. Id at 12. 

cc> 6 in approving the FAR on December 2,2010, the Coinmission oonduded, based on the 

NH 7 uniqiiecucunistaimes and the evidence provided by BFP, as detdleddxive, that * ' t i^ 
HI 
Ifll 

8 infoinudimi to support BFP's assertions that it lud sent redesignation letters for these 

C3> 9 contributions" and therefiire BFP would not be requued to make a payment to the U.S. Treasury 
(M 

10 for such rededgnated contributions. Id at 4. The Conunisdon also concluded, however, dut 

11 because the Conunittee was imable to prodiice copies ofthe ledesignation letters as the 

12 Commission's regulations require, tiie Conunittee did not satisfy the recordkeeping requiremente 

13 of 11 C.F.R. § 110.1G)(4Xii). Id 

14 ()n Sqilember 6,2011, thte Office notified Respondente of this refiard. ̂ êe 74 Fed. Reg. 

15 38617 (August 4,2009). The Conunittee subsequentiy subnutted ite req;x>nse, argumg that the 

16 Conunission should not fuid that BFP violated the Act 

17 B. LEGAL ANALYSIS 

18 During the rdevant time period, the Ant prohibited persons fiom making contributions to 

19 a candidate for federd office or the candidate's authorized poUticd conunittee that in the 

20 aggregate exceeded $2,300. See 2 US.C. § 441a(aXl)(A). In addition, die Act dien provided, 

21 and continues to provide, that no candidate or politicd committee shdl knowingly accqit any 

22 contributions tiuit exceed die lunite estdilished by 2 U.S.C. § 441a. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f). 
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1 Under the Commission's regulations, if a committee recdves a contribution that appears 

2 to be excesdve, the committee must dther retum the questionable contribution to the donor or 

3 depodt the contribution into ite federd account and keqi enough funds m the accoimt to cover dl 

4 potentid refimds until tiie legdity ofthe contribution is established. 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3) and 

5 (4). Alternatively, a conmuttee nmy''presumptively iedesignate"-the excessive poition ofa 
oo 
^ 6 contribution to another dection campdgn, provided that, within 60 days of recdpt ofthe 
Ifll 

^ 7 contribution, the comndttee notifies the contributor of the amount of the contrilmtian that was 
Ifll 
vr 8 rededgnated and of die option to request a refund. 11CFJL § 110.1(bX5)Cii)(B) and (C). Ifa 
vr 
^ 9 committee''diooscs to rely on a rededgnationpresuniption," the treasurer''must retain a fidl-
Hl 

10 size photocopy of the check or written mstrument, of any signed writmgs that accompanied the 

11 contribution, and of die notices sent to die contributois...." 11 C.F.R. § 110.10)(4Xii)- In tiie 

12 absence of retaining audi copies, the contribution will not be considered rededgnated. 11 C.F.R. 
13 §110.1(1X5). 

14 Although Section 110.1QX5) provides that the presumptive designations will not be 

15 deemed effective udess a conunittee retains the notices, die Coinmisdondeteindnê  

16 the umquecuxnnnstances presented hare, the Ckmmuttee provided suffic 

17 demonstrate that the contributions at issue ware presumptivdy redesignated. FAR at 4,9,15. 

18 The Commission dso detennined, however, that, because the Committee was unable to piodiice 

19 copies of the notices, see p.p. 2-3 above, BFP did not comply with the recoidkeqiing 

20 requiremente set forth in Section 110.10)(4)(ii). Id. 

21 Based on the Comnusdon's finding that the Conmuttee provided suffident evidenoe to 

22 diow that it obtained presumptive rededgnations for the excessive contributions at issue, BFP 

23 argues that the Conunisdon cannot find reason to believe that the Committee violated die Act. 
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1 Response of BFP at 1. BFP clauns that the fidluie to meet the recordkeqmigrequiiement under 

2 Section 110.l(l)(4Xii) "is not a stand-done violation" and **[t]he exdudve consequence of non-

3 compliance is spelled out in Section 110.10)(5), which provides that the fidlure to letam 

4 evidence can render meffective an otherwise effoctive redesignation...." /(i at 4.̂  

5 We can find no siqiport fin: BFFs argument in the plain language ofthe Conunission's 

6 regdations. Although the Cooumssion decided not to treat the contributions as excessive, that cn 
CO 

Ifll 7 findmg does not negate BPF'sfiufaire to abide by the plaibrecortlkeqiingrequirem^ 

8 Commisdon's regdations. NTl •̂ 
0 9 Accordingly, we reconunend that the Conmussion find reason to believe that Biden for 
<NI 

^ 10 Preddent, Inc. and Mdvyn Monazck, m his officid capacity as Treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. 

11 § 110.1(lX4)(ii) by fidling to retain copies ofthe notices for the presumptive rededgnation of 

12 contributions. 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

' BFP also states that it b**not aware of aqy nurtter where die Commission detemuned that a respondent complied 
with the cootribiition limits but ***viotated* the evklentiaiy requirements associated with redesignations.** id. 
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1 V. RECOMMENDATIONS 

2 1. OpenaMUR; 
3 
4 2. Find reason to bdieve that Biden for President, Inc. and Melvyn Monzack, in his 
5 officid capacity as Tieasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. § 1 lO.lQX^Xii); 
6 
7 3. Approve the attached Factud and Legd Andysis; 
8 
9 4. 

10 
^ 11 
Nil 12 5. 
HI 13 • 
>̂  14 6. Approve the appropriate letter. 

IS 
o i« 
fsl 17 

18 f / f x i / Z /^-^jjXA (-̂ AJVAA^ 
' ( Anthony Hirman 

Kathleen M.Guidi 

19 Dafe I Anthony 
20 Generd Counsel 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 Actmg Associate Generd Counsd for Enforcement 
26 
27 
28 
29 Luckett 
30 Acting Assistant Generd Counsel 
31 
32 
33 
34 7^*9^ - L i 
3S 
36 
37 
38 Attachmente: 
39 1. Audit Refend 
40 
41 
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OFFICE c:-.. •:: 

January 7,2011 

j-xt-CtlVEO ^ . 
FEOEPfALlLECTlOM 

COMMISSION 
SECRCTAWAT 

2011 M i l P 
"r; *» • 

SEHSmVE 
MEMORANDUM 

To: 

Through: 

From: 

Christopher Hughey 
Acting General Counsel 

Alec Palmer 
Acting Steff Director 

Patricia Carmona 
Chief Compliance Officer 

)2rector 

By: 

Joseph F. Stolte 
Assistant Steff DL 
Audit Division " 

Alex R. Boniewicz^y 
Audit Manager ^—^ 

Paula Nurthen f^^ VXll^ 
Lead Auditor ^ 

Biden for President, Inc.- Refend Matter 

AUDIT REFEEteAI.#JIr£ir 

Subject:. 

On December 2,2010, the Commission approved the final audit report on Biden 
for President, Inc. The final audit report includes the following matter that is referable: 

Finding 2. Receipt of Contributions that Exceed Lunite and Related 
Recordkeeping Requirements, Records Supporting the Resotution of Excessive 
Contributions 

All >voik papers and related documentetion are available for review in the Audit 
Division. Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Paula 
Nurthen or Alex Boniewicz at 694-1200. 

Attachment: Finding 2. Receipt of ConUibutions that Exceed Limite and Related 
Recordkeeping Requiremente, Records Supporting the Resolution of Excessive 
Contributions 

cc: Lorenzo Holloway 
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Finding 2. Receipt of Contributions that Exceed Limits 
and Related Recordkeeping Requirements 

Summasy 
Records Supporting the Resolution of Excessive Contributions 
In addition, the Audit stefT identified a separate category of excessive contributions that 
apparentiy were not resolved in a timely manner, projected to totel SI,092,899. These 
excessive contributions were presumptively redesignated to the general election; 
however, BFP did not provide copies of letters sent to contributors as notification for the 

^ election designation. Subsequently, BFP obteined signed redesignations to the Citizens 
^ for Biden, the Candidate's senatorial campaign. The staff member who was responsible 
Ifll for mainteimng the necessary records is now deceased. Given the Committee's unique 
H! cireumstances in this matter; the cireumstentid evidence presented by BFP, including a 
Ifll dedaration from a BFP staffer who attested to sending redesignation notices within 60 
^ days of receipt of an excessive conUribution; declarations from contributors who recall 
I ̂  receiving redesignation letters; and sample letters from BFP*s forms libiaiy, the 
^ ̂  Commission concluded there was infonnation to support BFP's assertions that it had sent 
Ifi presumptive redesignation letters for diese contributions. BFP has not, however, 

satisfied the recoidkeeping requiremente of 11 CFR §110.1(1 )(4Xii) and (S). 
Nevertheless, because BFP was able to demonstrate that it obteined signed redesignations 
ofthe contribntions tb the senatorid campaign, Citizens tor Biden, the Commission 
agreed that no payment to die U.S. Treasury fiir such redesignated contributions is 
required. The Commission approved this finding. 

Legal Standard 
A. Authorized Committee Limits. An authorized committee may not receive more 
dian a totd of S2,300 per election fiom any one person. 2 U.S.C. §441a(a)(l)(A), (c), 
and (0; 11 CFR §§110.1(a) and (b) and 110.9. 

B. Handling Contribuiions That Appear Excessive. If a committee receives o 
conUribmion that appears to he excessive, the committee must either: 

• Return the questionable contribution to the donor; or 
• Deposit the contribution into its federd account and keep enough money on 

account to cover all potential refimds until the legality of the contribution is 
established. 11 CFR § 103.3(b)(3) and (4). 

The excessive portion may also be redesignated to another election or reattributed to 
another contributor as explained below. 

C. Redesignation of Excesshre Contributions. The committee may ask the contributor 
to redesignate the excess portion of die contribution for use in another election. 

• The committee must, within 60 days of receipt of the contribution, obtein and 
reteih a signed redesignation tetter which informs the contributor that a refund of 
the excessive portion may be requested; or 
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• Refimd the excessive amount. 11 CFR §§110.1(b)(5), 110.1(1)(2) and 
103.3(b)(3). 

Notwithstanding the above, when an authorized political committee receives an excessive 
contribution from an individud or a non-multi-candidate committee, the commiitee may 
presumptively redesignate the excessive portion to tbe general election if tbe 
contribution: 

• Is made before that candidate's primary election; 
• Is not designated in writing for a particular election; 
• Would be excessive if treated as a primary election contribution; and 
• As redesignated, does not cause the contributor to exceed any other contribution 

limit. 
^ Also, the commi ttee may presumptively redesignate the excessive portion of a general 
1̂1 election contribution back to the primary election if the amount redesignated does not 
Hj exceed the committee's primary net debt. 
tfli 
^ The committee is required to notify the contributor in writing of the redesignation within 
^ 60 days of the treasurer's recdpt of the contribution and must offer the contributor the 
^ option to receive a refund instead. For this action to be vdid, the committee must retein 

copies of the notices sent. Presumptive redesignations apply ody within the same 
election cycle between the committee*s primary and generd elections. 11 CFR 
§110.l(bX5)(iiXB) & (C) and (l)(4Xii). 

D. ReatCriburton of Excessive Contributions. When an autiiorized committee receives 
an excessive contribution, the conunittee may ask the contributor if the contribution was 
intended to be a joint contribution from more than one person. 

• The committee must, within 60 days of receipt of the contribution, obtdnand 
retain a reattribution letter signed by dl contributon; or 

• refund die excessive contribution. 11 CFR §§ 110.1(kX3), 110.1(1)(3) and 
103.3(b)(3). 

Notwithstanding the above, any excessive conUibution that was made on a written 
instrument that is imprinted with the names of more than one individud may be attributed 
among the individuds listed unless instructed otherwise by the contributor(s). The 
committee must inform each contributor: 

• how the comribntion was attributed; and 
• the contributor may instead request a refund of the excessive amount. 11 CFR 

§110.1(k)(3)(it)(B). 

For this action to be valid, the committee must retein copies of the notices sent. 11 CFR 
§ll0.1(l)(4Xii)and(5). 

E. General Election Contributions. If a candidate is not a candidate in the generd 
election, any contributions made for the general election shall be refunded to the 
contributon, redesignated in acconiance widi 11 CFR §§110.1(b)(5) or 110.2(b)(5), or 



reattributed in accordance with 11 CFR §110.1(k)(3), as appropriate. 11 CFR 
§102.9(cX3). 

F. Sampling. In conducting an audit of contributions, the Commission uses generdly 
accepted statistical sampling teehniques to quantify the dollar value of related audit 
findings. Apparent violations (sample errors) identified in a sample are used to project 
the totel amount of violations. If a committee demonstrates that any apparent, sample 
errors are not enora, the Commission will make a new projection bxsed on the reduced 
number of errors in the sample. Within 30 days of service of the find audit report, the 
committee must submit a check to the United Stetes Treasury for the totel amount of any 
excessive contributions not refunded, reattributed, or redesignated in a timely manner; or 

1̂  take any action required by the Commission with respect to sample-based findings. 11 
0 CFR§9038.1(f). 

iflj Facta and Analyais 
HI The Audit staffs sample review of contributions fiom individuds indicated that BFP 

apparently received a significant number of excessive contributions that either were 
^ unresolved or were resolved but not in a timely manner. Each matter is addressed 
Q separately below. 
rsB 
^ B. Records Supporting the Resolution of Excessive Contributions 

The Audit steff dso identified excessive contributions that were resolved but apparently 
not in a timely manner, toteling $1,092,899. The projected dollar vdue ofthe excessive 
contributions was $1,055,399'. Additiond enora toteling $37,500 were identified as the 
result of a separate review of contributions not ioeluded in the sample popdalion. All of 
these excessive contributions were presumptively designated to the generd election; 
however, BFP did not provide copies of lettera sent to contributors as notification for the 
election designation. BFP did provide the Audit steff with lettera obtdning 
redesignations of these general-designated contributions to the Candidate's senatorid 
campdgn, CFB. The letters were all signed by the contributora and mailed after the 
Candidate's date of ineligibility (1-3-08), well after the recdpt of these contributions. 
Although these letters were not presumptive redesignations as specified in the 
Commission's regulations, the Audit steff considered these lettera to be an adequate, 
though untimely, substitute to support die ''general elecuoir designation of the 
contributions. 

This result is consistent with the notice provision of presumptive redesignations. A 
presumptive redesignation does not require a written authorization from the contributor. 
Rather, BFP may send a notice ofthe redesignation to the contributor and inform the 
conuibutor of his or her option to request that the contribution be refunded. The Audit 
steff determined that the signed forms authorizing the redesignation of Presidentid 
contributions to the Senate clection(5) also served to put the contributor on notice tiiat 
BFP had presumed that the portion of the otherwise excessive Presidentid primary 
election contribution was redesignated to the Presidential generd cleetion. The 

' A Monetary Unit Sample was used with a 95% confidence level. For untimely resolved excessive 
contributions, the estimate is subject to a sampling em>r of $348,491. 



contributions to the Presidentid primary election, however, were excessive until the 
Presidential general election to Senate election redesignation forms were sent. Given that 
these redesignation forms were sent much later than 60 days after the receipt of the 
excessive Presidential primaiy contributions, the Audit Steff mainteined they were 
untimdy as lo the redesignations from the Presidentid primary to die Preskiential general 
election. 

At the exit conference, die Audit steff provided BFP representetives with a schedule of 
the errora for the untimely resolved excessive contributions. A discussion ensued 
regarding the adequacy of lettera used to support redesignations of contributions to the 
general election. 

13 
cn On September 26,2008, BFP submitted ite response to the matters presented at the exit 
^ conference. The response acknowledged that the untimely redesignation issue arises 
^ from BFP's inability to provide presumptive redcsignatiim letters. Although confident 

that such letten were timely sent, BFP staff were unable to locate the letters or evidence 
that they were sem and believe they were inadvertently lost when its location changed in 

XJ the spring of2008. BFP fiirther explained the letter would have been prepared udng a 
Q template on a BFP computer that was subsequentiy "wiped clean" and sold when ite 

assets were liquidated following the Candidate's withdrawal from the presidentid 
^ campdgn. 

BFP offered die following circumslantid evidence to support that the letters had, in fiict, 
beeusent: 

• BFP submitted a complete library of "cure" letten, whetiier for excessive 
contributions or missing contributor infonnation. In addition, ite Contribution 
Review Procedures made reference to presumptive redesignation and/or 
reattribution letten and templates for obteining redesignations and reattributions 
are provided. BFP files conteined other compliance letten sent for problenmtic, 
comributions and those requesting additional infi>rmation. BFP noted that it is 
unlikely that it would send this array of compliance letten and omit presumptive 
redesignation and/or reattribution letten. 

• The individud primarily responsible for sending the compliance letten, including 
letten to resolve excessive contributions, had specific recollection that 
presemptive redesignation and/or reattribution letten had been sent. However, 
this individual is now deceased; iheiefore, BFP is unable to obtein a signed 
affidavit. BFP steff confinned her recollections, and that she was meticulous and 
conscientious in performing her dmies. 

• BFP has been contecting recipiente of presumptive rededgnation and/or 
reattribution letters and although some do recollect-receiving such a letter, none 
have been able to fumish a copy. Should any be located, copies will be forwarded 
to the Audit steff. No copies have been provided. 

• Findly, BFP concurred with the Audit staffs position that those letten sent to 
redesignate contributions to Citizens for Biden serve to demonstrate thai BFP did 
not fidl to resolve a material number of excessive comiibntions. According to 
BFP, tiiese letten reflected an undentanding by the contributor and BFP that die 
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excessive portion had been properly resolved and expressed the donative intent of 
the contributor. 

The Audit staff did not believe that BFP's response was sufficient to document that 
presumptive redesignation and/or reattribution letters had been sent. 

Preliminary Audit Report Recommendation 
The Audit staff recommended BFP provide documentation demonstrating that excessive 
contributions ($1,092,899) were timely reattributed and/or redesignated. Such 
documentetion was to include evidence that timely presumptive reattribution or 
redesignation letten were sent; copies of timely signed and dated 
reattribution/redesignation letten; or, any other documentation which indicated a timely 
reattribution and/or redesignation was obtained. BFP was invited to provide any other 
conimente it feh were relevant to this issne. 

KH Committee Responae to Preliminary Audit Report 
^ In its response to the prdiminaiy audit report, BFP provided infonnation reiterating ite 

earlier response to this issue. Declarations were submitted fhim four contributon who 
O recdled receiving a presumptive redesignation notice from BFP. The response noted that 

none ofthese individuals reteined a copy of the notice, because, unlike other **cure" 
letten, no action was required by the contributor unless he or she objected to the 
redesignation. In addition, a declaration v/as submitted from a BFP staff member who 
worked directly for the now deceased individud responsible for managing BFP's sending 
and retention of cure letten. His declaration steted that at the direction of his now 
deceased supervisor, lie regularly sent presumptive designation letlen to contributon 
who made primacy ctection contributions is excess ef $2,300. The response conduded 
by asking the Commission to accept ite contention that presumptive designation letten 
had been sent. 

Committee Responae to Draft Final Audit Report 
In response to the draft final audit report, BFP submitted a revised attestetion from the 
steff member discussed above. His declaration now states that he persondly ''prepared 
and sent 'presumptive designation' notices to contributon who had contributed in 
aggregate more than $2,300" and that he would send those letten within 60 days of 
receipt of the eonbibiitions. 

Audit StalTs Aasesament of Committee Responaes 
The response to the preliminaiy audit report rdterated points made in BFP's response to 
the exit conference and included declarations contdning infoimation similar to that 
provided in response to the exit conference. In response to the draft final audit report, the 
declaration was revised to address the steff member's personal knowledge and the 
timeliness of the presumptive letten. Though no direct evidence supporting these 
declarations or esteblishing that the actions were timely was included as part ofthese 
responses, BFP did produce letten of redesignation to CFB, which the Audit Division 
staff considered adequate but untimdy, and therefore, the staff did not recommend a 
payment to the U.S. Treasury. 



Commission Concluaion 
Given the Committee's unique circumstances in this matter; the drcumstantial evidence 
presenied by BFP, including a declaration from a BFP steffer who attested to sending 
redesignation notices within 60 days of receipt of an excessive contribution; declarations 
fiom contributon who recdl recdving redesignation letters; and sample letten from 
BFP's forms libraiy, the Commission concluded there was information to support BFP's 
assertions that it had sent presumptive redesignation letten for these contributions. BFP 
has not, however, satisfied the recordkeefnng requirements of 11 CFR §110.1(lX4)(ii) 
and (5). Nevertheless, because BFP was able to demonstrate that it obteined signed 
redesignations ofthe contributions to the senatorial campaign, Citizens for Biden, the 
Commission concluded that no payment to the U.S. Treasury for such redesignated 

^ contributions is required. The Commission approved this finding. 
Ifll 

cc-

Ifll 
vr 
vr 
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